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Enoch Right; 
Tories Wrong 


Predictably, the Conservative con- 
ference: at Blackpool, which we were 
promised would be the scene for a massive 
confrontation between the Right, led by 
Mr. Powell, and the Left, led by Mr. Heath, 
ended with Mr. Heath and the Left firmly 
in control. So deep has the rot in the party 
become and so powerful are the forces, 
inside and without, who act as its promotors 
that no other outcome was possible. 

Mr. Powell and = his supporters 
challenged the party leadership on Immi 
ration, on the Common Market and on 
Northern Ireland. They were defeated but 
they nevertheless were in the right. On all 
three issues the Government record is 
appalling. Except in times of the deepest 
political sickness within the nation, such a 
record would automatically cause its dis- 
missal. 


The question is: what are the Tory 
rebels going to do now? 

There is not the slightest doubt that all 
the skill and all the professional cunning of 
the party machine will be applied to induce 
them to remain in the fold. Visions of the 
nightmare of another Labour Government 
will, as usual, be conjured up. Prominent 
men among the rebel forces will be sought 
out and will be given powerful hints of 
promotion provided that they muffle their 
voices of rebellion. Little crumbs of ap- 
peasement will be offered by minor gestures 
masquerading as ‘moves to the Right’. 

Will the rebels be won over? Or will 
they at last do the proper and courageous 
thing — abandon the party and treat it for 
what it is: a political enemy? 

It would seem to us that Mr. Powell 
and his supporters, if they are to be true to 
their principles, have no choice byt to do the 
latter. If they did they could win a huge 
section of the working class that would 
never vote Tory and leave the way wide 
open for dynamic new political forces which 
could save and rebuild Britain. 


Loyalists Being Used? 


President Roosevelt once said: “In 
politics, nothing happens by accident. If it 
happens, you can bet it was planned that 
way.” These words ought to be mounted 
and framed and placed on the desk of every 
politician and political commentator involved 
in any way in the events now taking place in 
Northern Ireland, so that they may serve as 
an everyday reminder in the task of trying 
to unravel what is going on. 

During the three years in which it has 
closely followed the tragedy of Ulster this 
journal has been consistent in its support of 
the strong line loyalist element and in its 
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advocacy of no compromise with the forces 
of republicanism, violent or non-violent. 
However, we have to say that among the 
loyalist leadership so far no individual has 
revealed himself who shows anything more 
than a strictly localised understanding of 
the issues involved, whereas the important 
thing for loyal Ulster is that its leaders 
show the capacity to see their local problems 
within the broader context of the inter- 
national power-game. The result is that 
now there is every danger of the players 
of that game exploiting loyalist sentiment 
just as destructively as they have exploited 
republican sentiment. 

Let us never be in doubt as to what the 
end purpose of the game is: it is the 
separation of Northern Ireland from the 
United Kingdom as the completion of the 
task, begun a long time ago, of separating 
the whole of Ireland from the United 
Kingdom. As to what religious or political 
complexion Ireland assumes in its state of 
separation — as to whether it is a single 
country or two distinct countries, these 
things are secondary. 

That the exploitation of republicanism 
and catholicism should have been the first 
phase in this process is fairly elementary. 
This has, as expected, created a backlash 
on the loyalist and protestant side. Now 
two more ingredients show signs of having 
been introduced which threaten to wind 
the game up, with Britain, as always in 
the post-war period, as the loser. 

The first is international pressure on 
the U.K. Government, which Mr. Heath has 
admitted has been one of the major factors 
in inducing it to adopt a soft line towards 
republican terrorism. The second is the 
thing that was bound to arise out of that 
soft line: the embitterment of the loyalist 
community towards Westminster, which, 
played upon cleverly, could be turned into 
embitterment towards ‘England’. 

All the reports that we are now getting 
from Ulster confirm that. this is what is 
happening, and there is every sign that 
elements in Vanguard and the U.D.A. are 
willing to foster it. 

Two Vanguard publications recently 
printed make the tendency very clear. One 
is called Dominion of Ulster; the other 
Ulster a Nation. In both these publications 
great emphasis is placed on the betrayal by 
Westminster of Ulster loyalists and the 
inference is drawn that this is representative 
of attitudes in ‘England’, particularly in so 
far as it is supported by most of Fleet Street 
and the BBC. 

At the same time we have elements in 
the U.D.A. determined to provoke a violent 
confrontation with the Army — to the great 
delight of the LR.A., with whom, it is 
reported, some of them are in friendly 
touch. 

While proof is not available, these are 
the very things which experienced judges of 
the political scene would expect to see done 
by agents provocateurs placed in the loyalist 


es 


ranks by the players of the global power 
game who are the source of the whole 
trouble. 

What is urgently needed in Ulster right 
at this moment is a thorough appreciation 
of this strategy and a determination that 
loyalists shall not be pawns of it. 


That Axis Again 


Once again America helps Russia out 
following the failure of the latter’s harvest. 
Huge quantities of grain have been shipped 
from the U.S. to the U.S.S.R. to avoid a 
famine situation. 

Chapman Pincher, commenting in the 


' Daily Express, has said: “Collectivism, the 


nub of Communist policy, has proved to be 
hopelessly inefficient compared with private 
farming. Yet the West is failing to seize the 
opportunity of pointing this out to un- 
committed nations. What a propaganda 
blare the Communists would make were it 
the other way round!” 

With respect to Mr. Pincher, who is 
one of Fleet Street’s best columnists, there 
is a very good reason why the Capitalist 
World has not been eager to proclaim this 
bit of dealing loudly. If it did, it might 
cause more people to wonder just what 
capitalists are doing in giving such massive 
help to their supposed enemy. This might 
then lead to the question: are International 
Capitalism and International Bolshevism 
really such antagonists as we are led to 
believe or are they in some kind of secret 
alliance that occasionally becomes less than 
secret when capitalist aid to the Soviet Bloc 
has to be arranged? 

Mr. Gary Allen, in his penetrating book 
None Dare Call It Conspiracy, is rather more 
to the point than the Daily Express. 
Describing how Rockefeller interests as well 
as Wall Street bankers have helped to keep 
the Soviet regime afloat since its inception, 
he says that the history of Soviet tech- 
nological development proves that the Soviet 
Union was almost literally manufactured by 
the U.S.A., and that there is hardly a segment 
of the Soviet economy which is not the 
result of a transference of Western, par- 
ticularly American, technology. 

Should this be a surprise? Only to 
those in political kindergarten who believe 
that Communism and Socialism are systems 
promoted by the common -people to take 
from the rich and give to the poor. It is no 
surprise at all to those who recognise that 
these ideologies are mere confidence tricks 
devised by the super rich themselves to 
beguile the masses into giving them total 
power over the world. 


Paralysis at Stirling 


Following the obscene demonstration 
against the Queen at Stirling University by 
student hooligans described appropriately 
by the local Police Chief as “scum”, the 
nation waited to see what action would be 


taken against those who were responsible. 
Apart from a temporary ban on all meetings 
on the campus, the answer so far appears to 
be nothing. 

When questioned on T.V. the principal 
said that the trouble was that of identifying 
the particular students responsible for the 
behaviour. Unless this could be done 
individually, punishment was impossible. 

Such an excuse for inaction sounds a 
bit insipid. Does the principal mean to say 
that he and his colleagues, having been with 
the Queen at the time the demonstrations 
occurred, failed to recognise one single 
trouble-maker? Less absurd tales have been 
told to the Marines. 

However many hooligans may or may 
not be possible to identify personally, there 
is much more that can be done to stamp out 
hooligansim than is done. And this applies 
to other universities besides Stirling. 

We ought for a start to re-examine the 
whole tradition whereby student political 
unions and societies operate entirely in- 
dependently of university authorities. This 
tradition has been exploited by the most 
rabidly extreme left-wing elements, who have 
taken over the students’ unions in a great 
number of our centres of learning despite 
their not representing more than a fraction 
of the students on campus. If authorities 
had had a proper grip of student political 
activities at Stirling, they would have known 
well in advance of the planned insults to the 
Queen and of those responsible for the 
planning. On other occasions the apparent 
impotence of the university authorities in 
various places has allowed debates to be 
cancelled as a result of the intimidation of 
Left-wing extreme fanatics. 

It seems that in the universities, as in 
so many other sections of British life, ‘liberal’ 
traditions, inhibitions and habits of thinking 
are making established authority absolutely 
paralytic when it comes to dealing with 
thuggery, violence and subversion. If such 
authority cannot find the will to exercise its 
tasks properly in the face of these things, it 
must be replaced by another source of 
authority as soon as possible. 


Fall from Sobriety 


To many people the Daily Telegraph 
and Sunday Telegraph are counted among 
the more sober papers, fit to be read by the 
respectable and the responsible, and from 
which wild and silly chatter are absent. How 
about this then from the editorial column 
of the latter paper, dated 1st October:— 

“No-one should minimise the impor- 
tance of the breakthrough by Courtaulds in 
producing “Kesp’ meat manufactured in a 
factory. Kesp may be seen as the first 
opening of an age when nearly all food is 
made in factories, and millions of acres of 
agricultural land can return to a state of 
natural wilderness. 

“Our descendants 100 years hence 
may recall with astonishment that nearly 


one acre was needed to feed one human 
being . . . The food of the next century 
may come from microbiological conversion, 
extracting high quality proteins from 
petroleum... 

“Food is the last major industry to 
yield to technology. Offensive as the 
thought may be to contemporary sentiment, 
Governments may eventually be forced to do 
everything possible to hasten the era of 
factory food. It will seem ridiculous to 
future ages, for instance, that an advanced 
nation like Russia should face a near famine 
because of crop failure.” 

What argument can one offer that 
would change the mind of this enthusiastic 
prophet of Huxley’s Brave New World? — 
except to say that those spare acres would 
not be in a state of natural wilderness as he 
supposes; they would be occupied by sky- 
scraper flats built to house the compliant 
robots of all ‘alpha’, ‘beta’ classifications 
that would be churned out daily from the 
conveyor belts of The People’s people fac- 
tories. Happy thought! 

But that isn’t all. Lower down in the 
same column the Sunday Telegraph muses 
about the introduction of TV into South 
Africa for the first time: “It will be very 
different from ours, because it will be 
controlled by ‘norm-conscious officials,’ and 
the norm in South Africa is apartheid. 

Yes, it will be different from ours; that 
much is true. But the difference will lie in 
one thing and one thing only — the nature 
of the norm, which in this part of the world 
is anti-apartheid. Apart from that very 
significant distinction, everything else will 
be exactly the same. Doesn’t the Sunday 
Telegraph know? 


IRR Redundancies 


There is, we are told by the papers, 
“despair” in the Race Relations Industry. 
Apparently, financial troubles have caused 
the Institute of Race Relations to cut its 
staff from 21 to 13 recently, and the eight 
unlucky ones are ina great state of discontent 
at their dismissal. 

Never mind. Just because one branch 
of the Race Industry has decided to go in for 
a spot of rationalisation, it doesn’t mean that 
there are not other openings for those made 
redundant. The market in race relations is 
an expanding one, particularly in the pro- 
vinces, where the best potential for growth 
exists. What it needs is for keen young men 
to go out into the country and sell the people 
on the need for a race relations apparatus in 
their neighbourhood, wherever that is — The 
Scilly Isles, Snowdonia, the Outer Hebrides 
or the Broads of Norfolk. If the people 
protest that there is no race problem in those 
areas, they should not be dismayed. That 
little difficulty can soon be overcome! 

It’s all a question of having a positive 
attitude to the job, of not letting failure get 
one down, of setting one’s sights high and 
being determined to succeed. 
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Whether Heath signs the Rome Treaty or not... 


The fight against the 


THE GOVERNMENT OF NORWAY recently 
gave to the British Government a lesson in 
the practice of real democracy, something 
which the latter badly needs but clearly will 
not take. Norway voted in a referendum to 
stay out of the Common Market, and the 
Norwegian Government promptly acceded 
to its wishes. Lucky Norway! Lucky 
Norwegian people! What of us, the people 
of Britain? We are not even to be allowed a 
referendum at all — although every other 
country about to enter the Market has had 
one. We are to be railroaded into the Market 
whether we like it or not. We are to be 
herded into Europe by the methods of 
dictatorship. 

Heath says that we are not to have a 
referendum because this would be a departure 
from the British political tradition. But isn’t 
going into the Common Market and sur- 
rendering the sovereignty of Parliament to a 
Continental Bureaucracy a departure from 
British political tradition? And did not 
Heath sanction a departure from British 
political tradition by agreeing to a referendum 
on the future of Ulster? 

Heath claims that the Government has 
a mandate from the people because it was 
voted by the people into power. But even 
this is not true. It was voted into power on 
the basis of lies: the lie that it was pledged 
to negotiate the terms of entry into Europe 
and no more, and the lie that it would not 
take Britain into the Market without the 
fullhearted consent of Parliament and people. 

It has obtained a consent of Parliament 
that certainly is not fullhearted; it has 
obtained no consent from the people at all. 


THE BUREAUCRATS WE MUST FIGHT 


Heath also knows very well that at the 
1970 Election the people had no choice at 
all. All three of the major parties contesting 
for power were in favour of joining the 
Common Market. 

These facts mean very simply that the 
Treaty of Rome will be signed in January 
without the backing of the British people 
and therefore cannot be said to be signed in 
the name of the British people. 

For this reason we maintain that a 
future British Government will have every 
right to render the Treaty null and void. 


THE BATTLE TO GET OUT 


The people of this country must not 
believe that the battle against the Market is 
lost when the Treaty is signed. On the 
contrary, it will merely be entering into a 
new phase. We will have lost the battle to 
stop going in; we can still win the battle to 
get out! 

This battle will be fought on two levels: 
anti-Common Market organisations, such as 
the National Front, must intensify their 
work in the field of political campaigning; at 
the same time ordinary individuals, acting on 
their own, must wage personal campaigns of 
no-cooperation with the Market. 

What can the individual do? Here are 

a few suggestions: — 
@ Flatly refuse to recognise metric measure- 
ments imposed upon Britain by the Market 
Bureaucracy. When dealing in measurements 
at all times use British standards, such as 
miles, yards, feet, pounds, ounces, etc. 


The Common Market Commission, sitting in Brussels 
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ommon Market goes on 


@ When you are sent forms to fill in devised 
by the Market Bureaucracy, refuse at first to 
fill them in at all, then, if you have to, fill 
them in wrongly. Obstruct, disorganise and 


. sabotage the working of the Bureaucracy as 


much as you possibly can. 

@ Disorganise and sabotage in particular the 
working of Value Added Tax, that unwhole- 
some Common Market import. Confuse the 
tax inspector as much as possible by filling 
in the forms the wrong way, impose the 
greatest possible delay, ‘lose’ the forms, send 
them in in illegible writing so that they have 
to be sent back to you to be filled in again. 
Go all out to make as much extra work for 
the tax office as you can so as to make the 
tax less viable. 


@ Boycott, as far as you reasonably can, 
Common Market goods. Buy the dairy 
products of Australia, New Zealand and 
Canada — even if they cost a little more. 
Consider the money patriotically spent. Be 
prepared to suffer a little in costs in order to 
defy the Government campaign to link us 
more closely to the economy of the Market 
and divide us from our kith and kin in the 
Commonwealth. Boycott also, particularly, 
those companies in Britain that are the 
subsidiaries of European companies as a 
result of multi-national take-overs. 


@ Support all industrial action aimed at 
disrupting European economic integration, 
particularly where it involves ‘rationalisation’ 
of industries for Common Market purposes. 


@ At the moment when the Government 
starts trying to impose Common Market laws 
on this country, you should do all that is 
reasonably possible to DEFY THE LAW. 
The Editor and Assistant Editor of this 
journal have both been to prison as a result 
of their politics. They feel justified in asking 
people in Britain to be prepared to go to 
prison too as a gesture of defiance against the 
imposition of foreign laws on Britain. 

These are a few of the things that the 
individual can do to help make the Market 
unworkable. Many more things will suggest 
themselves as the Market gets under way in 
this country. We make no apologies for 
advocating sabotage, disruption and acts of 
downright ‘illegality’. The act of taking 
Britain into the Market is itself illegal and 
needs to be opposed by all means within the 
individual’s power. 


HOW THEY THINK 


The following letter arrived at the National Front head office recently. 


reproduced exactly as received. 


Dear Sirs, 


I have just received your leaflet - 
pushed through the door. 


Since you have gone to the trouble 
of printing and distributing this leaflet it 
would appear that you expect it to find agreement 
in at least some of the houses leafletted. 


generally” Speaking, well-educated as Fluent an 

should agree with your views. On the contrary 

I think you would find, you had the courage 

to address people on their doorstep, not through 

a leaflet, that it is people like you that the 

country ought to be rid of (Rhodesia? S.Africa? 

would I feel sure be glad to welcome you). Why 

not emigrate to places where you would find kindred 
spirits and leave this country free of your pred judide 
and spite. if you want to live in the past no-one 

can stop you = most per people prefer to live in this. 
century and look forward to complete racial integration 
throughout the world - the inevitable outcome and the 
way to true a’ peace and world ee ee ee 


There ‘es teed already considerable alarm about 
education, housing and employment for the incoming 
Asians - a very small number of people proportionately 
to our population. You should belp to make life easier 
for them = there is no point in hitting your heads 
against a very firm brick wall of sympathy and under- 
standing for people expelled from their country through 
no fault of their own. Please leave and make room for 
dat will be better citizens & harder workers than 


It is 


MICHAEL LOBB 


WANT TO KNOW who was behind the 
violent attack by Red thugs upon the recent 
anti-Immigration march in Blackburn? 

It was the Communist “International 
Socialists” supported by the “International . 
Marxist Group” and the Moscow-line ““Com- |. 
munist Party of Great Britain”. 

The International Socialists are a 
pseudo-Trotskyite organisation. They oper- 
ate from 6 Cottons Gardens, London E.2, 
where they publish a weekly paper called 
Socialist Worker and a supposedly theoretical 
journal entitled International Socialism. 
These publications are characterised by ideo- 
logical sterility and banality, backed up by 
frequent hysterical and frantic calls for 
violent action against opponents of immig- 
ration. Perhaps their rabid hatred of ad- 
vocates of repatriation is not entirely un- 
connected with the fact that their leader is 
Ygael Gluckstein, an Israeli passport holder 
who masquerades under the English-sounding 
name of Tony Cliff. 

Gluckstein started out as a Trotskyite 
but evidently did not possess the mental 
equipment necessary to understand Trotsky’s 
teachings. The genuine Trotskyites of the 
Socialist Labour League have their own 
daily paper called Workers Press. This con- 
tains many boring and tediously longwinded 
articles which bewilderingly combine fact 
and logical argument with the most shallow 
and foolish drawing of conclusions. Workers 
Press does however have brilliant bursts of 
common sense, inasmuch as its writers never 
fail to pour scorn and derision upon the 
pretentions of the International Socialists 
and their ragbag ‘ideas’ and ‘philosophy’. 

I.S. .amalgamates a vague, muddled 
and opportunistic “marxism’’ with openly 
fascist methods and tactics. The best 
description of “International Socialism” is 
undoubtedly “Red Fascism”. The ‘Inter- 
national Marxist Group’ is led by Tariq Ali. 
It publishes the monthly Red Mole, a paper 
which in contrast to the I.S. Socialist Worker 
does have the outward look of coherence — 


Readers will note that the writer, while he complains of the NF’s lack of “courage 
to address people on their doorstep” (which its members regularly do at election times), 
declines to print his own name and address. In this respect he resembles the great majority 
who write abusive letters to the NF. 

As to the contents of the letter generally, these are worth reading as an exhibit of 
the mentality of the writer and people like him. 


which it achieves by the vacuuous simplicity 
of its statements. The I.M.G. is the affiliate 
in Britain of the Paris-based “‘Fourth Inter- 
national” which claims to be the world 


contd. on page 15 
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Sunday, November 12th 


Remembrance Bay 
March and Meeting 


As is now regular tradition, the National Front will hold its own ceremony on 
Remembrance day. This is the most important national activity of the year. All members 
are asked to make the greatest possible effort to attend. All non-members will nevertheless 
also be welcome. This year the NF wreath-laying party will emphasise in its commemoration 
especially the men of Rhodesia and South Africa who gave their lives for the British 
Commonwealth in two World Wars, also all servicemen who died for British freedom 
and so that this country should not be ruled from the Continent of Europe. 


Assemble: Corner of Vauxhall Bridge Road and 
Victoria Street 2.15p.m. 


Time of March Off: 2.40p.m. 


Bring as many national flags as you can but 
no propaganda posters. 


Cenotaph Service: 3p.m.(app.) 
March Away: 3.15p.m. (app.) 
Indoor Rally: 3.45p.m. 

Activity Concludes: 5.15p.m. 
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I WONDER if copies of that classical ‘Great 
Work of Inanity’ — the 1970 Tory General 
Election manifesto — A Better Tomorrow, 
will be available once more after the 1972 
Conservative Party Conference .. . 

I do hope so. Even the least perceptive 
reader would be able to compare the putri- 
fying rubbish of yesteryear’s Conservative 
pledges with the hard and bitter realities of 
today. 

Here are just a few examples:— 

@ TORY PROMISE: “There will be no 
further large scale permanent immigration.” 
UGLY FACT: Tens of thousands of East 
African Asians arriving to swell the stream of 
continuing (but hushed-up) immigration into 
Britain. 

@ TORY PROMISE: “A better tomorrow 
for all: for the families that are homeless 
today, for the unemployed...” 

UGLY FACT: Nearly a million unemployed 
and continuing slum conditions or homeless- 
ness for millions of Britons. Apparently the 
“all” the Tories referred to meant “all 
Uganda Asians’, for whom offers of jobs 
and homes are appearing as if out of a 
magician’s hat. 

@ TORY PROMISE: “Labour’s compulsory 
wage control was a failure and we will not 
repeat it.” 

UGLY FACT: A £2.00 ceiling on workers’ 
wage increases. 

@ TORY PROMISE: “We reaffirm that no 
change will be made in the constitutional 
status of Northern Ireland without the free 
consent of the Parliament of Northern 
Ireland.” 

UGLY FACT: Northern Ireland’s Stormont 


Parliament abolished. Constitutional ‘Rule 


of Law’ replaced by Whitelaw and Gunlaw. 
@ TORY PROMISE: On the European 
Common Market: “Our sole commitment 
is to negotiate; no more, no less.”’ 

UGLY FACT: At Heath’s behest, Parliamen- 
tary traitors voted Britain into Europe, 
against the clear wishes of the majority of 
the British people, who, unlike Parliament, 
remain loyal to the Crown and to real 
Democracy. 

@ TORY PROMISE: ‘‘We must create a new 
way of running our national affairs. This 
means sweeping away the trivialities and 
gimmicks which now dominate the politcial 
scene.” 

UGLY FACT: Heath is still in office. 


THE House of Commons Select Committee 
Report “Immigrants and the Police” was 
released in mid-September. 
It made two very interesting claims:— 
The first was that Asian immigrants are 
not responsible for as much crime per head 
of population as native-born White British. 
The second was that West Indian immigrants 
have the same level of crime per head of 
population as native-born White British. 
These claims may or may not be true, 
but they do raise some important questions. 
For how long have separate statistics 
been kept for native British and the various 


MICHAEL LOBB 


Immigrant populations? 

How is “Immigrant” defined in this 
context? 

Official statistics do not class anyone 
who has been in the country for over ten 
years or anyone born here of Immigrant 
parentage as an “Immigrant”. As the terms 
“Immigrant” and “Coloured” are virtually 
synonymous in general usage this is very 
misleading. 

Finally what categories of ‘crime’ are 
applicable to each population group, i.e. 
parking offences, fraud or muggings? 

Without the answers to these questions 
the Report becomes just a piece of propa- 
ganda fantasy for “‘multi-racialism”’. 


THE Conservatives claim that “wage increases 
are the cause of inflation”. 

We have repeatedly argued that this is 
a lie — and that inflation is caused by the 
Capitalist banking system increasing the 
money supply in excess of production. For 
anyone who believes that there is some grain 
of truth in the Tory claim, let me quote 
from the January 1970 Monthly Bulletin 
of the First National City Bank of New 
York:— 

“Most of the blame for inflation is 
misplaced. For although inflation has a 
hundred faces, it has but one essential cause: 
overly expansive and erratic monetary policy 
that has pushed up the quantity of money 
more swiftly than the quantity of goods and 
services.” 


THE Norwegians, the Danes and even the 
Irish are regarded by their governments as 
having the commonsense, the knowledge and 
above all the right to choose whether or not 
their countries enter into the European 
Common Market. 

Each of these nations has had a 
referendum. Only the British people are 
denied a voice in their own affairs. 

If the Labour Party Conference comes 
down in favour of withdrawing Britain from 
Europe, then I for one will work for the 
return of a Labour government at the next 
general election asa short term expedient and 
I shall urge other Nationalists to do likewise. 


THERE were demonstrations against Arab 
terrorists by Jews in Britain protesting about 
the dreadful Munich massacre of Israeli 
athletes. 

There have been no demonstrations 
against Republican Irish terrorists by Jews in 
Britain protesting about the murders of 
British civilians and soldiers in Ulster. Ap- 
parently they regard foreign co-religionists 
as important and worthy of note, but do not 
have that feeling for their fellow British 
citizens of other religions. So where does 
their first loyalty lie? 


ROUMANIA has applied to join the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund and the World 
Bank, thus making its economy subject to 
Capitalist Finance. 

Already Western Capitalist investors 
are allowed, under legislation introduced last 
year, to invest money directly in Roumanian 
enterprises, with their property rights guaran- 
teed, 

To head off the inflation effects of this 
policy, a tough wage freeze has been imposed 
on Roumanian workers. 

Wages can now be cut by up to a third 
merely by decree! ! 

The similarity between the ‘wage 
freeze’ in Communist Roumania and the 
‘wage freeze’ in Conservative Britain illus- 
trates the emptiness of Communist “‘social- 
ism”’ as a way out of our economic problems. 
The Roumanian example, like the Yugoslav 
one before it, shows us that whether or not 
industry is state-owned, under ‘Workers Self 
Management’ or in private hands, the results 
are the same if the nation is subject to 
International Capitalist Finance — inflation, 
price rises and wage restrictions. 


THE Race Relations Board could not inter- 
vene, so it said, in the difficulties which 
arose between a Hindu Asian landlord and 
an English tenant who cooked roast beef, as 
they were of a “religious” nature. It is 
therefore unlawful to discriminate on the 
grounds of race, colour or national origin but 
quite lawful to discriminate on the grounds 
of religion. 

This means that anyone in Bradford, 
Leicester or Wolverhampton who puts for- 
ward a policy of “No Hindus” or “No 
Moslems” to bar Asians in local housing, 
employment, education or welfare, can get 
away without a prosecution coming from the 
Race Relations Gestapo. 

Interesting isn’t it? 


Pass on 
SPEARHEAD 


to your friends 
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RICHARD LAWSON 


THE REGIONAL 


APPROACH TO 
WORLD GOVERNMENT 


“Her Majesty’s Government are fully 
in agreement with World Government. We 
agree that this must be the goal, and that 
every step that is humanly possible must be 
taken to reach that goal.’’— THE EARL OF 
GOSFORD, CONSERVATIVE JOINT PAR- 
LIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF 
STATE FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE 
OF LORDS, 7th NOV. 1957. 

In the present drive to drag us into 
Europe and hold us under until we drown all 
sorts of lies and tricks are being used. Among 
these is the claim advanced by its promoters 
that a united Western Europe would be a 
bastion against both Communist and inter- 
national capitalist domination, and would 
emerge as a third super-power to rival the 
United States and the U.S.S.R. 

Despite the superficial employment of 
this ruse in mass circulation propaganda, the 
internationalists make no secret of their real 
intentions in less publicised writings that are 
available to anyone who makes the effort to 
look at them. It is a fantastic situation that 
two completely conflicting points of view 
can be disseminated almost at the same time 
and in the service of the same cause. Itisa 
fine example of Toynbee’s ploy of “denying 
with our lips what we are doing with our 
hands.” The fact that they can get away 
with it. is a mark of the deep gulf that lies 
between the intellectual circles of the ‘liberal’ 
internationalist establishment on one hand, 
and the vast majority of ordinary British 
people on the other. 

Britain and Europe (the Government 
White Paper), Britain into Europe (reprinted 
from The Economist), The Common Market 
(Young Conservative ‘contact brief’), Britain 
+ Europe (Conservative Group for Europe), 
Our European Destiny (also Conservative 
Group for Europe), Europe and You (Euro- 
pean Movement), Sovereignty: Substance or 
Shadow (Tufton Beamish and Norman St. 
John-Stevas, Conservative Political Centre) 
were all used in last year’s campaign. They 
are full of ideas of Europe as a third force 
“To match the super-Powers.. .” but in not 
one of these publications is there much 
suggestion of the ideas that have, in reality, 
always been uppermost in the minds of those 
who have sought a united Europe. Nor has 
there been any such suggestion in the popular 
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press. This is in sharp contrast to the content 
of less widely circulated documents, es- 
pecially those of the last decade before the 
current demands of propaganda. 

In the days when the internationalists 
revealed all their scheme, instead of only 
half of it, they left us in no doubt that 
European unity is only the first step to 
Atlantic Union and/or detente with the East, 
ultimately culminating in the tyranny of a 
One World Government carried on by an 
international élite. 


ATLANTIC UNION 


The most damning evidence that the 
present Tory move into Europe is just a step 
to Atlantic Union is to be found in the 
Conservative Party General Election Mani- 
festo of 1964:— 

“We remain convinced that the political 
and economic problems (sic) of the West can 
best be solved by an Atlantic partnership 
between America and a united Europe.” 

Ina lecture entitled “Interdependence” 
delivered at Westminster College, Fulton, 
Missouri on the 23rd and 24th May 1960, 
Lord Hailsham said:— 

“And surely the first need is to re- 
emphasise Sir Winston’s fervent plea in 1946 
for a union of free peoples based on the 
Anglo-American alliance .. . Nothing short 
of the entire Atlantic Community .. . is 
competent to undertake this task.” 

An interesting Conservative Party pam- 
phlet is “Atlantic Community” (1963). 
Written by Lady Elliot of Harwood, Mr. 
Philip Goodhart, Sir Edwin Leather, Mr. 
Martin Maddan, Mr. John Rodgers and Mr. 
David Barton, it is a step-by-step plan for 
European unity, Atlantic Union and eventual 
World Government: “To the more distant 
future we should look to a World Authority.” 

In a collection of Bow Group essays, 
The Conservative Opportunity (1965), Leon 
Brittan rejects the “French view of Europe 
as a Third Force between the East and 
America and independent of both . . . the 
objections to it hardly need labouring .. . 
there is almost no one in Europe who shares 
this view of Europe’s proper place in the 
world.” 


In A European Technological Com- 
munity (1966) Sir Anthony Meyer wrote:— 

‘¢ . . European independence of U.S. 
technology would not only be impracticable; 
it would be undesirable ... It would be 
neither practicable nor desirable to seek to 
reduce, or even very drastically to limit the 
growth, of American involvement in Euro- 
peanindustry... A European Technological 
Community would therefore at the outset be 
extensively interdependent with the United 
SLATER. tie. exe Seen from this point of view 
the old bogey of the choice between Europe 
or America fades away. Britain needs 
Europe, as Europe needs Britain in order to 
create true partnership with the U.S.” 

In Britain’s Place in the World (1969) 
Sir Alec Douglas Home wrote: — 

“Our influence too on the continent of 
Europe would be to make it an outward- 
looking Europe towards the Atlantic, and 
that therefore the long-term British member-: 
ship of the Common Market would mean 
that it could become an Atlantic economic 
defence and political union.” 

Towards Nuclear Entente (1970) is a 
Conservative Political Centre pamphlet. In 
its introduction Geoffrey Rippon wrote:— 

“* |. . we must face the need for 
Europe to become a twin pillar of the 
Atlantic community. Only then will Europe’s 
voice be heard and be heeded as it should in 
Washington, Moscow and Peking.” This 
argument for European participation in an 
Atlantic community is strikingly reminiscent 
of the equally bogus argument that Britain 
must participate in the European Community 
in order that “we should have more oppor- 
tunity and strength to influence events” 
(Government White Paper). 

One of the two joint authors of 
Towards a Nuclear Entente was Eldon 
Griffiths, an executive member of the British- 
Atlantic Association and the British-American 
Parliamentary Group. They conclude: “We 
doubt if a Conservative government would 
lend its support to any Franco-British military 
partnership outside the Atlantic Alliance.” 
So much for a European Europe! 

Not forgetting the Labour Party, we 
have the words of George Brown on the 
relationship between Britain, Europe and 
America, 16th Nov. 1966:— 

“It is sometimes suggested that if 
Britain is to join the European Economic 
Community we must change our relationship 
with the United States, particularly in 
defence, and abandon the role which we 
play in the outside world. To this, the 
Government are resolutely opposed.” (Han- 
sard). 

Nor have the European Europeans been 
silent on this. M. Jean Monnet’s Action 
Committee for the United States of Europe 
in a joint declaration of 26th June 1962 
declared:— 

“The partnership between Europe and 
the United States must not be merely 
economic. It is necessary that it should 
rapidly extend to the military and political 


spheres.” 

The Americans themselves have various 
ideas on the subject. Dr. Henry Kissinger’s 
idea for Atlantic Union, which helikestocall 
Atlantic Commonwealth, would consist of all 
North America, the United Kingdom, Western 
Europe and Australasia. 

In October 1967 Ex-President Eisen- 
hower said that: “What I have always 
wanted to see, no holds barred, is a political 
union of the U.S.A., the United Kingdom, 
Australasia, E.F.T.A. and maybe Germany.” 
(Illustrated London News). 

Atlantic Union is, of course, in full 
accordance with long-term Communist aims. 
In Great Britain in the Post-War World, 
G. D. H. Cole wrote concerning national 
sovereignty :— 

“That, I hope, will exist nowhere in 
the post-war world, in which it is to be 
desired that all countries form part of larger 
groups, to which will fall a large part of the 
authority hitherto vested in each separate 
sovereign State . . . it is possible to envisage 
Great Britain . . . becoming a mere satellite, 
or even a member-community, of the United 
Siat@ac es 


DETENTE 


As for détente, we have the remarks of 
our own Prime Minister when he signed the 
Treaty of Accession on 22nd January:— 

““*Rurope’ is more than Western Europe 
alone. There lies to the east another part of 
our continent...” 

A leaflet entitled Europe’s Tomorrow 
and put out by the European Community 
Press and Information Centre concludes: — 

“Today negotiations are under way to 
include most of Western Europe; tomorrow, 
perhaps, will come the breakthrough which 
will bring unity to the whole of Europe.” 

G. D. H. Cole wrote: “I hope and 
expect that the influence of the Soviet 
Union will be extended a long way west of its 
present frontiers ... I expect the new great 
European Federal State to have pre- 
dominantly Socialist institutions . . .” 


WORLD GOVERNMENT 


Though a sceptic of the regional ap- 
proach to World Government, Hugh Gaitskill 
summed it up well when addressing the 
World Parliamentary Association in Paris on 
25th October 1962:— 

“Some say that the right path is by 
sacrificing sovereignty at the regional level. 
This, they hold, will lead in time to the 
breakdown of barriers at the gloval level. 
The idea is that larger and larger blocs are 
formed until at the end the last remaining 
blocsmerge into one great World Federation.” 

On the 14th December 1970 Mr. Ernest 
Wistrich, the Director of the European 
Movement, issued a circular to all members 
carrying a synopsis for pro-Market speeches. 


GRIM SYMBOLISM 
Paris flies Hammer-and-Sickle as Heath arrives 
for Common Market talks. 


They were to be concluded: “If the whole 
project of European Unity . . . succeeds, it 
can ultimately become the blue-print for 
World Government.” (On Target, Volume 2, 
No. 13, pages 3 — 5.) 


MODIFICATION 


Ironically the unpopularity of their 
own plan of Atlantic Union is exploited by 
the internationalists who hold up the pros- 
pect of other regional groupings as an 


alternative to it. In 1965 Leon Brittan 
wrote: “It is highly probable that we shall in 
many cases conclude that defence and other 
arrangements can best be made on a more 
regional basis, without any major British 
participation. The growing co-operation 
between Australia, New Zealand and the 
United States shows the lines on which such 
arrangements might develop.” Since then, 
however, American participation in both 
Europe and Australasia has been largely kept 
in the dark. The new fate thought out for 
Australasian Britons is to submerge them in 
a South-East Asian bloc with Japan. 


OTHER GROUPS 


Less publicised regional groupings are 
being set up right round the world. These 
include the Central American Common Mar- 
ket and the Latin American Free Trade 
Area. On the 3rd June a West African 
Economic Community was brought into 
being. This consists of the Ivory Coast, 
Dahomey, Upper Volta, Mali, Mauritania, 
Niger and Senegal. Ghana, Nigeria, Gambia 
and Sierra Leone may join later. And, of 
course, we must not forget Comecon. 


THE OBJECT 


The immediate object of these groups 
is that they will first fully mongrelise their 
separate populations within relatively closed, 
protectionist areas after which time the idea 
of having any such sovereign areas will be 
largely meaningless. There would then be 
nothing that would make Europe specifically 
European or Asia particularly Asian, and we 
could all unite into one final multi-racial ant 
heap. That may be Mr. Heath’s ideal, but it 
is not mine. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


‘Violence, less and less embarrassed by the limits imposed by centuries of 
lawfulness, is brazenly and victoriously striding across the whole world, unconcerned 
that its infertility has been demonstrated and proved many times in history. The 
world is being inundated by the brazen conviction that power can do anything, 
justice nothing. Dostoevsky’s devils . . . are crawling across the whole world in front 
of our very eyes, infesting countries where they could not have been dreamt of. By 
means of the hijackings, kidnappings, explosions and fires of recent years they are 


announcing their determination to shake and destroy civilisation! 


well succeed. 


And they may 


The spirit of Munich . . . prevails in the twentieth century. The timid civilised 
world has found nothing with which to oppose the onslaught of a sudden revival of 
bare-faced barbarity, other than concessions and smiles. The spirit of Munich is a 
sickness of the will of successful people who have given themselves up to the thirst 


after prosperity at any price... 


so that their accustomed life might drag on a bit 


longer . . . and tomorrow, you'll see, it will be all right. The price of cowardice shall 
only be evil. We shall reap courage and victory only when we dare to make 


sacrifices. 


Alexander Solzhenitsyn 
NOBEL LAUREATE LECTURE 
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BLUEPRINT FOR 
BANKER POWER 


SOMETIMES there occur experiences which bring 
home to one the great error of accepting the old 
‘left/right’ labels of politics and of assuming that 
the more one is opposed to the one the more one 
must lean towards the other. 

I sampled such an experience recently when 
reading the latest Monday Club statement on 
economic affairs, State and Economy: Need for a 
Tory Rethink. As an affirmation of the philosophy 
of the Right, it showed in its outworn cliches, its 
doctrinaire obstinacy, its poverty of original thought 
and its remoteness from twentieth century facts, 
all the worst features of standardised leftism. The 
Club ideologues, if they are to justify their wide- 
spread reputation for intellectual arrogance, will 
have to do better than this. 

The pamphlet begins with a review of the 
economic policies of the present Government. Its 
approach is foreshadowed in the first sentence. 
“There is,” it says, “‘an Alice-Through-The-Looking- 
Glass test of a government’s policy. This is the 
speed by which it reverses the policies of its pre- 
decessor and effectively disposes of their con- 
sequences.” 

So that is what Government is all about! 
Not governing well, not governing wisely, not 
adapting to facts, not approaching every issue on its 
merits — with the good of the nation uppermost in 
mind; merely being as different as different can be 
from the Government that went before, in other 
words the left-wing disease of ideological reasoning 
over problems that most of all should not be ap- 
proached ideologically. One detects immediately 
that the aim is applause from the Primrose Leaguers 
at the Tory Conference rather than a serious 
grappling with such things as unemployment, 
inflation and industrial war. 

The prescribed ideological antidote to ram- 
pant socialism is — rampant capitalism. Yes, the 
authors actually do believe these things to represent 
real opposites! They condemn, not only the 
socialism of the last Labour Government, but that 
of its ‘Conservative’ predecessor, the Government 
of Harold MacMillan. There is of course more than 
a grain of truth in the implication that these two 
governments were guided by the same basic prin- 
ciples and served the same sets of masters, but there 
is nowhere the suggestion of an awareness of what 
either the principles or the masters are. If there 
were, super-capitalism, as much as socialism, would 
be seen as an ingredient of both. 


MacMILLAN-WILSON LINE 


The pamphlet goes on to deplore the fact that 
so far the present Government has not departed 
from the MacMillan-Wilson line (which fact of 
course, sincé it takes its orders from the same 
corridors of power, should be no surprise). Of the 
last Barber Budget it says: ““Totally lacking was 
any clear concept of a modern monetary policy.” 
True! But as to whether the Monday Club offers a 
clear concept of a modern monetary policy we 
shall see later. 

There is an immediate contradiction within 
the space of a single page in which the Club deplores 
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the fact that the Chancellor of the Exchequer does 
not remain master of circumstances instead of 
chasing frantically after them, then equally deplores 
the fact that the Government has not reduced the 
economic role of the State! 

Reducing state power over the economy is 
of course always a good theme for a slogan of 
popularist appeal. The trouble is that it is usually 
understood in the wrong context. The issue is 
made to appear one of State Power versus the Small 
Man, whereas the reality of the times we live in is 
that we often have to choose between State Power 
and the power of gigantic business combines with 
international tentacles and no responsibilities at all 
towards the electorate of this country or any 
other. In those situations State Power is in- 
variably required to protect the Small Man rather 
than impose upon him. What has been wrong with 
State Power in Britain over the past two or three 
decades has not been its existence as such but the 
type of State Power that we have had and the 
purposes to which it has been used. Far from 
protecting the Small Man from the big combines, 
it has in fact become the political arm of those 
very combines. However, the combines will not be 
defeated by the Small Man on his own; they can 
only be challenged by an entirely different form 
of State. 


IMPOTENCE OF GOVERNMENTS 


One of the greatest evils arising out of the 
power of international Big Business is the impotence 
of governments to take measures that will ensure 
work for their own labour forces at fair wages. 
This can be seen particularly in one of the most 
dangerous trends of modern times, namely the use 
by Big Business of cheap labour conditions in 
certain countries to produce goods that undercut 
the labour of advanced countries and flood their 
markets. This process is known by the high- 
sounding title ‘international division of labour’, and 
has had crippling effects on the British economy 
and on employment at home. Does the Monday 
Club recognise this evil and formulate proposals to 
fight it? Quite the contrary, it suggests that it be 
stepped up further! ‘The familiar specific for 
regional distress of precision and components 
work which required easily trained labour . . . in the 
North, Scotland and Wales will be harder to apply 
in the seventies. Elaborate miniature wiring and 
circuit work can be more profitably conducted by 
Portuguese subsidiaries where a long tradition in 
embroidery and lace-making produces a ready 
labour force. In Singapore, Hong Kong or Japan 
patient skills are available at lower cost. The 
process is only just beginning. The T.U.C. may dis- 
approve of this development, but no industry dare 
be denied the right to participate in the face of 
vigorous competition.” 

In other words, if Big Business decides that 
there are more profits in such exotic enterprises, 
the workers of the North of England, Scotland and 
Wales can go to the dogs! Well might the T.U.C. 
disapprove, and in that, if not in many other 
matters, it would deserve the nation’s full support. 


JOHN TYNDALL 
LOOKS AT 
THE LATEST 


RIGHT-WING 
TORY 
ECONOMIC 
GOSPEL 


The pamphlet airily goes on from here to 
say: “Under such conditions any national planning 
becomes an even more hazardous affair...” 
Precisely! But instead of drawing the inane con- 
clusion that there should therefore be no such 
thing as national planning to assure markets for 
British industry and jobs for British workers, the 
Club ought to be proposing measures that would 
make such planning possible. These would entail 
the prohibition of British capital moving out of 
Britain to subsidise Britain’s competitors and the 
embargo on their goods entering this country. 

The Monday Club, by endorsing ‘inter- 
national division of labour’, is in fact accepting a 
perpetuation of Wilsonian policies (read issue 1 of 
the Fabian Society magazine, Third World). 

While on the subject of workers in the 
North, Scotland and Wales, it might be added that 
the pamphlet completely repudiates either policies 
of regional help or help for industries in trouble — 
in favourite Tory jargon ‘lame ducks’. The Upper 
Clyde operation is written off as “surrender”. The 
implication is that if vital national industries such 
as shipbuilding or high quality motor and aero- 
engineering (as with Rolls Royce) which are 
essential to the national economy are in trouble 
they should be allowed to go to ruin. This 
philosophy assumes first of all that it is always bad 
management of the industries themselves, and 
never bad government economic policies, that 
create the troubles, and that therefore in keeping 
with classic Igissez faire doctrine ruin is just 
retribution. It ignores the fact that many great 
industries have hit hard times because government 
has failed to give them the priority in the British 
market to which they should be entitled and which 
Japanese industries take for granted in their home 
market, also that industrial disruption which has 
had a big part in the industries’ decline has often 
been fostered internationally for just that purpose 
and has succeeded because of government weakness. 
Finally it assumes that hundreds of thousands of 
workers in an industry can be justly thrown out 
onto the streets merely because of mistakes by 
half a dozen bosses. 


SOCIAL RAMIFICATIONS 


A fact which indeed we have to live with in 
this country is that the growth of industries to 
such enormous size brings social as well as economic 
ramifications into their bankruptcy. Merely be- 
cause a firm has not in the present environment 
proved: ‘competitive’, there can be no justification 
in allowing huge numbers of its work force to go on 
the scrapheap. Such an attitude is not merely 
morally wrong but politically stupid — since it 
plays right into the hands of those very forces 
which would exploit the workers’ distress for the 
purpose of undermining the prestige and authority 
of Government. These facts mean that in the 
world of today there are other considerations be- 
sides merely book-keeping ones that should compel 
a nation in its own interests to maintain great 
industries that are an essential means of national 
economic survival as well as social peace. Certainly, 
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if state subsidies are to be given to failing industries 
they must be accompanied by measures which 
ensure that the factors making for failure be 
eliminated. These may be incompetence in the 
management of the industries themselves, in which 
case that management should be replaced, or they 
may be unfavourable trading conditions in the 
home market, in which case it is the duty of 
government to change those conditions. In 
neither event is the deliverance of thousands of 
workers to unemployment, poverty and marxism 
justified in the national interest or theirs. 


THE RIGHT TO WORK 


The Monday Club does not, however, accept 
this. It does not indeed even recognise such a thing 
as the Right to Work, which it dismisses as a “‘new 
Left shibboleth”. But what indeed is wrong with 
the Right to Work? Merely because the Left, for 
its own dubious aims, has used such a term in its 
propaganda the term does not become any the less 
valid. There are all sorts of leftist ‘rights’ with 
which one can quibble because they do not stipulate 
the performance of duties commensurate with 
them, but what duty can a Clydeside ship welder 
perform to earn the right of work taken off him by 
economic and political factors miles beyond his 
control? Is it to endorse the doctrines of the ‘new 
Left’ or any other kind of Left to say that he should 
be provided with work if he is willing to perform it? 

Right-wing Tories would of course say that 
itisup to him to get other work. But where? They 
have rejected aid to the regions in favour of ‘free 
market’ policies (“The economic life of society 
should be shaped by the spontaneous interplay of 
free decisions of individuals . . .”). The free 
decision of our unemployed Scotsman can only 
therefore be to migrate South, where the work is. 
Is that what the ‘Right’ wants? More and more 
piling up of people at one end of the country, 
living in impossible space and chasing spiralling 
property prices in an environment of Megalopolis — 
while at the other end a beautiful and spacious 
landscape goes to waste amid a dearth of human 
beings? 

It seems to be just what the Right wants. To 
quote the pamphlet, “. .. in the long run a nation 
will be poorer if its industrial concerns are located 
in less profitable areas...” 

Poorer in what way? Less fat bank balances 
for those at the top? Perhaps, but surely not poorer 
in the amenities of decent living — if the result isa 
dispersal of the population which is ecologically 
sensible and healthy. And besides, in what context 
are the North, Wales and Scotland deemed less 
profitable? Quite clearly, that of the Common 
Market — to which nowhere in the pamphlet is 
there a word of opposition. In the Market our 
depressed areas will become even more depressed 
than they already are, as the centre of economic 
gravity shifts towards the Ruhr. The answer to 
this is of course not to go into the Market, even if 
that will mean less profits for a few. 


CLASSIC ECONOMIC LIBERALISM 


All these matters indicate quite clearly that 
the object of the pamphlet is not to advance 
serious national solutions to our economic problems 
but merely to present in up-to-date terminology a 
doctrine of classic economic liberalism that has 
learned precisely nothing from the slumps and 
misery of the last hundred years. Adam Smith, 
Ricardo and J. S. Mill are brought out of mothballs 
and made the models for a programme which is 
utterly divorced from the present age of political 
economy and the needs of ordinary people. 

It is only when we get to the Club’s proposals 
on finance and banking that an inkling of the real 
purpose of the whole thing begins to dawn. Says 
the pamphlet: “The manipulation of money by 
tulers brought its inevitable debasement and their 


WORKERS MAKE DOOMED BID TO SAVE SCOTTISH ELECTRONICS FACTORY 


Positive government policies and refusal to allow international finance to wreck industries 
like electronics could have ensured the healthy survival of this factory. 


attempts to control bullion only strangled legitimate 
trade. It was not until the eighteenth century that 
the lesson was learned and bill of exchange, bank 
note and letter of credit had become the main 
instruments of finance so that banks and merchants 
themselves created the media of exchange.” 

The meaning is clear. Only national rulers 
are liable to manipulate finance with harmful con- 
sequences. Give all power over finance and credit 
to merchant bankers and no such abuse could 
occur! 

But there is more to come. “With today’s 
growth of international funds larger than the total 
reserves of the Group of Ten, national money 
systems can no longer be insulated... This move- 
ment of funds must be accepted as an aspect of the 
growth of international investment and manufac- 
turing.” In these words the pamphlet makes its 
philosophy crystal clear. Down with all attempts 
to give Britain more control over its own economy! 
More internationalisation of business! More power 
to the international bankers! 

There should, in other words, be absolutely 
no attempt to challenge the prerogative of the 
banking system to determine the flow of money 
into the economy and, by implication at least, no 
challenge to its right to draw interest for itself upon 
that flow. It is an affirmation of faith in the 
financial racket that has milked the honest pro- 
ducer of wealth all over the world and made the 
bankers the new monarchs of mankind. 


CAPITALISM AND COMMUNISM 


The pamphlet draws towards its end by 
reminding the reader that “only with capitalism 
does political freedom flourish” and that “‘Socialism 
inflicts the most odious tyranny of history on the 
long suffering peoples of Central and Eastern 
Europe.” 
authors that it was the leading practitioners of 
capitalism (in the sense that they advocate it) who 
financed the Russian Revolution of 1917 and who 
have kept the Soviet economy afloat with loans 
ever since? Have they never been made aware that 
the intentions of international capitalists and 
international socialists are at the apex of the 
pyramid exactly the same — the elimination of free 
nation-states and the setting up of world govern- 


Has anyone ever attempted to tell its | 


ment under the control of a tiny cosmopolitan 
elite, selected and nurtured to power through the 
banking system? Are they too dumb — or do they 
simply not wish — to recognise that ‘Socialism’ as 
we understand it today is simply the safety valve 
created by the world’s biggest capitalists to neu- 
tralise all grass roots opposition to themselves, and 
is an essential agent of the very structure of world 
power that their pamphlet clearly supports? 

The Monday Club says as an introduction 
that the pamphlet is a contribution to discussion 
and does not purport to represent the collective 
opinion of the Club. This is a very handy way of 
evading responsibility for all possible heresies. 
Perhaps then the Club will be permitted by its 
merchant banker Chairman Jonathan Guinness to 
prove this point by producing another pamphlet 
putting another economic point of view. Until this 
happens, we must remain in grave doubt as to what 
the motives of the Club hierarchy are. 


—by a former Army sergeant who appeared 
at Clerkenwell Court and admitted smashing 
plate glass windows worth £400 :— 

‘Like most ex-Servicemen who fought 
in the last war, I’m just sick and tired of 
everything that is happening in this country 
today.” 

For one who did it, how many others 
of us feel the inclination? 


PRINTING 
SERVICES 


Printing services are available to 
Nationalists at very reasonable rates. 
For estimates write to Box 1933, Spear- 
head, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO. 
2QF, Surrey. 
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The following is an abridged version of the 
speech given by National Front Chairman John 
Tyndall to the NF AGM on October 14th. 


Mr. Chairman, Fellow members of the National 
Prontic cs 

Our conference takes place this year with 
the echoes from the old party conferences fresh in 
our ears, and if ever one doubted the urgent need 
for our movement in Britain today those doubts 
would be ended simply by reading the reports from 
Blackpool this week and a week ago. Blackpool 
showed how remote are the leaders of Conservative 
and Labour from the real problems confronting this 
country in 1972 and beyond and from the grass 
roots feeling of ordinary men and women in the 
country. 

To some people it is a surprise that this 
remoteness should exist. Doesn't it pay the 
politicians to listen to the people? Isn’t that 
where their power comes from? Isn’t that what 
our democracy is all about? 

But we should not be surprised — because 
we, I hope, make it our business to know something 
about the real powers that shape the political world 
today. What we know tells us that all the para- 
phernalia of modern democracy — elections, party 
conferences, the so-called ‘free press’ — are simply 
one big charade designed to kid the people that 
they have a voice in the nation’s affairs, while the 
real decisions that affect their lives are made miles 
above their heads and miles beyond their control. 

What a deception the whole thing is! At the 
Labour Party Conference we had that scion of the 
latter day aristocracy, Tony Wedgewood-Benn 
closing the proceedings by talking about “our 
working class movement”. To the right of him and 
to the left of him, in front of him and to the rear 
of him, bristled the gold watch-chains, pearl 
necklaces and big cigars of entrenched wealth. Up 
and down the hall — the contented grins and ample 
paunches of those who’ve grown fat on socialism: 
tycoon publishers, literati, whizz-kids of the enter- 
tainment industry, big time financiers and property- 
dealers, chain-store merchants and import whole- 
salers; they were all there — sharpening their 
swords for the working class struggle. What a 
fraud! What a racket! What a farce! 

This week we’ve had the other crowd. I call 
them the men of surrender and the men of broken 
promises. The word ‘surrender’ ought to be 
written large right across the banner of the Tory 
Party. Surrender to the I.R.A. Surrender to 
General Amin. Surrender to industrial hooliganism. 

As for broken promises, you name it — 
they’ve broken it. The promise to stop rising 
prices. The promise to put an end to industrial 
war. The promise to curb immigration. The 
promise not to go into Europe without full-hearted 
consent of Parliament and people. All these 
promises were made before the Tories were elected 
in 1970. All these promises have now been thrown 
into the dustbin. Whatever the party at Blackpool, 
the spirit is the same: political dishonesty and 
and contempt for the people. 


SIX YEARS CAMPAIGNING 


We in this movement have campaigned hard 
for six years to put our case across to the public of 
Britain, and this case has not merely been a case 
for new policies — but a case for a new party to 
carry them out. This second thing has perhaps been 
the hardest fight that we have had. For every 
hundred people who could be made to agree with 
the general spirit of what we’ve been saying, perhaps 
no more than one or two could be persuaded of the 
necessity for the National Front as a party. The 
rest would go away convinced that in the parties of 
their fathers and grandfathers, the parties of the 
old establishment, things could be put right, given 
time and good faith. The hardest thing to bring 
home to these people was the fact that those 
parties were not merely suffering from the influence 
of wrong ideas and wrong policies, but were 
deeply rotten at the very core in the spirit that 
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WHY 
BRITAIN 


NEEDS 
THE N.F. 


gripped them and the men that ran them. I see all 
the signs now that this fact is starting to drive 
home and that the people are looking for real 
change. 

Whether this change comes, or whether 
people simply continue to dream about it, depends 
in the end on the quality of our movement. 

Looking about the country over the last 
year, I have the feeling that in some parts we are 
very well organised and very effective while in 
other parts we are disorganised and not very 
effective. Sometimes people simply lack the guts, 
the perseverance, the drive and the staying power 
to overcome obstacles. I have a message for these 
people: I started to become embroiled in political 
work about 15 years ago, and since then I have not 
stopped. I have seen times of the greatest failure 
and frustration in the promotion of our cause. I can 
recall years ago when it was considered a good 
turn-out to get 50 people on a match or to a 
meeting. I remember demonstrations on which we 
got people intwos and threes. I remember shouting 
my lungs out on cold and lonely street corners to 
crowds of no more than half a dozen people, 
making no impression at all and then coming home 
afterwards, tired and depressed, sinking into a chair 
and wondering — what could we do to get better 
results? What could we do to wake people up? I 
remember looking through members’ lists and 
counting them in tens, instead of thousands, and 
thinking to myself: Heavens! How weak and small 
we are! Can we ever succeed? 


INDOMITABLE WILL 


Today we may still be a long way from our 
goal. But when I see the size of the marches, the 
demonstrations and the meetings that we can put 
on, when I see the quantity of our literature going 
out, when I look at the records that show the 
numbers of our members, I’m struck with how far 
we have come from those earlier days. I’m struck 
with the feeling that the advancement which we’ve 
made and the victories that we’ve won are due to 
the indomitable will of just a few people, who in 
the darkest of times never gave up the struggle. 

There is an important thing that we must 
do in the coming year, and I am reminded of this 
particularly by the reports from Blackpool. It is to 
underline very clearly that we are not — as some 
might believe — merely a more militant form of the 
right wing of the Tory Party. We are not Tories or 
Conservatives; we are Nationalists — and if anyone 
believes that one is the same as the other he does 
not understand Nationalism. 

One of the first principles of the Nationalist’s 
creed is his belief in the unity of the nation, and 
and not just one part of it distinguished by class 
interest. Nationalists absolutely repudiate the 
idea, implied in all the pronouncements of the 
Tory Right, that workers in trade unions represent 
an interest that is contrary to the interests of the 
nation as a whole. We absolutely repudiate the 
idea that it is simply upon the ‘workers’ that the 
blame for existing troubles in industry should rest. 
No remedy for those troubles, and therefore no 
national unity, will ever come from encouraging a 
polarity of attitudes and interests between workers 
in unions and middle class — which is and always 
has been the essence of Toryism, whether of left, 


right or centre. 

Just as strongly must we emphasise that as 
much as we are opposed to Labourite socialism, so 
are we equally opposed to Tory capitalism — which 
only serves to destroy the economic sovereignty of 
this country and place its great industries in 
bondage to international finance. And lest it be 
thought that in this I am splitting hairs — as some- 
one the other day suggested — let us remind 
ourselves that at the real apex of the pyramid of 
world power these two things — monopoly 
capitalism and collectivist socialism — amount to 
the same thing, the placing of all sovereignty into 
the hands of a small cosmopolitan clique dedicated 
to the destruction of nations and of civilisation as 
we know it. Let us not forget — and let us point 
out to those in the Tory Party who agree with us 
on such things as immigration, law and order, the 
Common Market, permissiveness, obscenity, drug- 
taking, softness in Northern Ireland and so on, that 
the things that they don’t like and we don’t like 
would not exist were they not consciously and 
deliberately promoted by the wielders of Money 
Power, and that therefore no economic system that 
does not fundamentally challenge and upset this 
basis of International Money Power can succeed in 
righting the many wrongs in our country, economic 
and otherwise. 


PAID PUPPETS OF ESTABLISHMENT 


International Money Power brings me to end 
these words as I began — by underlining again the 
fact that it is not the parties of Blackpool who are 
really the masters of our affairs. The Heaths and 
the Wilsons of this world are nothing more than the 
paid puppets, employed to dance and posture on 
the stage of politics to maintain the delusion that 
we have political alternatives — whereas in them 
we have none; that we have a free choice whereas 
in all the major things the choosing is done for us. 
Let us never overestimate the importance of these 
squalid little men, who tell lies and break promises, 
who jump from one policy to another, like sparrows 
looking for the biggest crust of bread. Let us 
understand the real power that we fight, which not 
only embraces the three old political parties but 
the whole gigantic complex of mass media and 
international finance that goes with them and 
stands above them, and let us understand that the 
price of not fighting it will be slavery for us all. 

The only real alternative in this country is 
this movement — whatever its present weaknesses 
and faults, whatever the limitations of its power. 
Our movement shows in all that it has done over 
six years, that it has the vitality and the will to 
endure and to overcome every obstacle that may be 
placed in its way. In the millions of our country- 
men desperately looking for a political lead, we 
now have a chance to march forward and carry 
with us a great tide of national sentiment that can 
sweep Britain. 


SACRIFICE AND STRUGGLE 


For ourselves, let us be grateful that we live 
in times that demand from us the greatest qualities 
of sacrifice and struggle. Let us be glad that we’re 
not doomed to sit still and be spectators in the 
extinction of all that we know and love; let us be 
glad that we have the means to act and fight to 
create a better future. Let us rejoice that fate has 
called us from out of the passive, dull, grey mass to 
live lives of great challenge and great purpose. Let 
us be happy that we’re privileged to be alive in an 
age of great decision — not an age of comfort or 
‘safety first? but an age of adventure which 
beckons us to pit our strength against the elements 
of history, and scale again the greatest heights of 
British achievement in the making of a new land 
and a new nation, which our children can inherit 
with pride, with honour and with hope! 


DOCUMENTED details of a criminal con- 
spiracy on the part of extreme Left Wing 
groups to suppress patriotic movements by 
means of premeditated mob violence have 
been ignored by the Authorities. 

In August the “Ad-Hoc Committee 
Against Racialism’’ was formed at the in- 
stigation of the International Marxist Group. 
It is supported by the International Socialists 
and the Young Communist League. The 
I.M.G. paper Red Mole of 28th September 
gave the clearest indication that the Ad Hoc 
Committee desired to promote mob violence: 

People often claim it is an 
infringement of ‘democracy’ to break up 
even National Front meetings .. . the only 
way to deal with Fascist type organisations 
like the National Front is to break up their 
activities . . . the National Front and the 
Monday Club must be stopped in their 
tracks . . . the pernicious activity of the 
extreme Right must be knocked on the 
head.” 

Similar direct incitement to violence 
was published in the I.S. magazine Socialist 
Worker on 9th September: “.. . We should 
physically break up _ other racialist 
marches...” 

As a direct result of these incitements, 
serious violence broke out during an activity 
organised by the National Front in Blackburn 
on 30th September. Despite the fact that 
National Front members kept to their 
promise made to the Police that they would 
not attempt to harrass the Ad Hoc Com- 
mittee counter-demonstration, and despite a 
promise given to the Police by the Ad Hoc 
Committee spokesmen that they would not 
disturb the National Front procession, large 
numbers of Ad Hoc Committee adherents, 
egged on by known officials of the I.M.G. 
and the I.S. who bellowed instructions 
through megaphones, attacked the NF 
column without warning. 


BOTTLES AND HALF BRICKS 


The ten Policemen and two Police- 
women who had been allocated to escort the 
NF column of 500 persons tried their best 
to keep the Red thugs at bay, but eventually 
marchers were forced to take steps to defend 
themselves, particularly since the assailants 
showed on numerous occasions that they 
were just as happy to punch and throw 
bottles and half bricks at women and 
old folk as they were ready to run away 
from grown men and young lads. 

While — it must be repeated — the 
Police who were on duty did their very best 
to control the situation, it is a matter for 
speculation why it was considered that only 
twelve of them were adequate to escort a 
large procession . . . why the verbal promises 
not to cause trouble made by the Reds were 
thought to be more significant than the 
incitements of Red Mole and Socialist 
Worker. 

The day after the event the Lancashire 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Government turns 
blind eye to 
Red violence 


Police issued a press statement which made it 
very clear that the whole blame for the 
violence was that of the International 
Socialists and International Marxist Group. 
This view was supported by literally hundreds 
of Blackburn citizens who flooded the 
Lancashire Evening Telegraph with letters, 
more than 30 of which were published. 

Yet in the face of all the evidence the 
National Front received a letter from an 
assistant to the Commissioner of the Metro- 
politan Police stating that no action would be 
taken against the Ad Hoc Committee’s leaders 
or against the editors of Red Mole or Black 
Dwarf. 

While in theory the Police have an 
absolute right to take action in such matters 
at their own discretion, they are ultimately 
under the control of the Home Office, and 
in view of the political elements in this 
particular case I cannot think that the Police 
would do other than pass the buck for a final 
decision to a Home Office politico — if not 
to the Home Secretary himself. 


INACTION A PLOY 


By deciding not to take action the 
Authorities have given the green light to 
gangsterism. The reason for this — that is 
to say, the advantage to the Conservative 
administration which could arise from such 
a decision — is simple. While the National 
Front and its associates are not in themselves 
hugely powerful organisations, they have 
been able to set in motion a very powerful 
and broadly based anti-Immigration senti- 
ment among the public at large. 

The sustained expression of that senti- 
ment during the weeks following the decision 
to allow the Ugandan Asians to come to 
Britain worried and embarrassed the Govern- 
ment more seriously than many patriots 
imagine. The recall of the Home Secretary 
from abroad, and the appearance of the 
Foreign Secretary on television in order to 
make an emergency Ministerial Broadcast 
were just two tokens of how frightened the 
Government became. In such circumstances 
it is natural that the Government should 
wish to promote any project likely to distract 
or discredit the instigators of the opposition 
they were experiencing. 


If, therefore, National Front marches — 
which up till recently have been uniformly 
peaceful and the focus of much public 
attention — can be disrupted by gangs of 
thugs; if National Front members and sup- 
porters have to devote much of their time 
to fending off violent assaults; if the name of 
the National Front can be associated in the 
public mind more with violent incidents 
than with legitimate political expression, 
then a potentially serious threat to the 
Government could be neutralised. 

In giving the wink to the Red terrorists 
the Government is not just taking the line of 
least resistance (for after all, the NF cannot 
rely on a single M.P. to champion its free- 
doms, while the extreme Left has numerous 
and vociferous Parliamentary friends) it is 
deliberately encouraging a post-war tradition 
of violent conflict along the lines of that 
which existed in the 1930's, in the hope that 
the emergent Nationalist movement will 
dissipate, discredit and neutralise itself after 
the manner of the Mosleyites. 


AVOID THE TRAP 


Having recognised the trap which the 
Communists, by their criminality, and the 
Establishment, by its calculated inaction, is 
setting for the Nationalist camp, we are well 
on the way to working out evasive action 
tactics. Such tactics will be evolved in the 
weeks and months to come, but in the 
meanwhile it is vital that Nationalists observe 
a strict discipline and refrain from any 
precipitate action. 


To begin with, we must not presume 
that every Member of Parliament and every 
local and national newspaper editor is pre- 
pared to see the rights of the National Front 
denied and the streets of Britain plunged 
into political gang warfare. Therefore, as a 
first step, Spearhead readers should take: it 
upon themselves to advise as many M.P.’s 
and editors as they can concerning the 
current situation by means of sending them 
copies of this article together with letters 
asking what action they propose to take. 

If enough readers did just this, then 
quite a stir could be created. Freedom can 
only be defended by making a fuss. Let us 
hope we can defend our freedom by making 
a lawful fuss. 
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REVIEWS 


WHY RAGES CANT MIX 


RACE AND NATIONHOOD, The Menace of 
Multiracialism by H. B. Isherwood (Racial 
Preservation Society, 6 Bramley Gardens, 
Paddock Wood, Tonbridge, Kent) 20p 


H. B. Isherwood, one of Britain’s 
leading writers on racial questions, has pro- 
vided us with another instructive booklet 
which ought to be well circulated, particularly 
in universities. 

Race and Nationhood begins with a 
summary of the many failures resulting all 
over the world from attempts to build multi- 
racial states. Included among these are the 
Sudan, Pakistan, India, Ceylon, Iraq, Nigeria 
and Cyprus. In all these countries, and more, 
ethnic minorities have met with sad fates, as 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


As mentioned last month, our target 
figure of £580 required to be raised in 
donations for the year 1972 in order to 
cover costs in excess of income from sales 
has been reached, thanks to the help of our 
readers. 

During the year our circulation has 
grown along with the growth of the National 
Front, which we support and with which we 
are partially interdependent. This means 
that our sales are covering a larger proportion 
of our total costs than previously and that 
therefore we are becoming gradually less 
dependent on donations. 

We have estimated our likely sales 
income as against costs for the year 1973 
and find that for that year we will require to 
raise money in excess of sales to approx- 
imately the amount of £350.00. 

We are appealing for this sum in the 
way that we have done previously, by asking 
sympathetic readers to guarantee a set 
amount of money as a donation to be paid 
according to their convenience over the year, 
either in one lump sum or in instalments. We 
are starting by asking if any readers will 
undertake to support us over the year by 
donations totalling between £10 and £50. 

Readers who recall that in our first 
year of publication as a monthly we required 
subsidies by donation to the extent of £850 
will, we feel, appreciate that our present 
requirement represents a substantial pro- 
gression, particularly in view of the normal 
inflationary rise in costs. 

Should you prefer to pay your con- 
tribution in instalments, you may find that a 
banker’s order is the most suitable way of 
arranging this, and this will be welcomed by 
us. Your cheques or banker’s orders should 
be made out to Spearhead, and sent to 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, CRO 2QF, 
Surrey. 
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the author testifies. 

The booklet goes on to cite how 
current United Nations thinking on racial 
matters is based on the discredited theory of 
Lamarck that influences gained from people’s 
environment can be transmitted by heredity 
to coming generations. This theory, which 
was approved and adopted by Stalin, is the 
basis for the belief that through increased 
‘education’ backward races can be brought 
up to the same level as Europeans. The 
author then disproves the theory by giving 
examples of experiments in America in 
which different races brought up in exactly 
the same environment and given the same 
education transmitted very different qualities 
of intelligence to succeeding generations. 


THE CASE FOR ECONOMIC NATIONAL- 
ISM by John Tyndail (National Front) 10p 


The second of a range of NF policy 
booklets, The Case forEconomicNationalism 
is a repudiation of Manchester liberal 
economics and an argument for a protected, 
autarchic British economy, less dependent 
on foreign markets but seeking self-sufficiency 
in manufacturing and leaning towards the 
White Commonwealth for trade in essential 
raw materials and food products. 

The booklet begins by stressing that 
economic decline in Britain is not a recent 
phenomenon but has attained “a status of 
semi-permanence in British life.” Measured 
against the great heritage of skills and in- 
ventiveness of the British race, such a decline 
must point to some fundamental error in 
traditional economic thinking, of which all 
recent Governments have been guilty. 

The error, in the submission of the 
author, is our belief in the efficacy of the 
laissez-faire free trade doctrines that date 
from the age of unquestioned British indus- 
trial supremacy. While Britain has clung to 
these doctrines, which are at least a century 
out of date, most other major industrial 
powers have to one extent or another prac- 
tised a form of economic nationalism which 
has made them, much more than us, the 
masters of the conditions on which their 
economic survival depends. America and 
Japan are cited as prominent examples of 
this, with the latter of particular interest to 
Britain since, like ourselves, she is an over- 
populated island lacking most of her necessary 
raw materials. Japan has built a powerful 
world trade on the sensible basis of a 
protected home market. Britain should strive 
to do the same, since, as the author says, 


The author gives some facts, not 
generally known, of the disease characteristics 
contained in certain coloured races and 
proves again that these are not environmental 
but hereditary and are now becoming more 
and more common in the environment of 
Britain just as they were in the previous 
environments from which the races came. 

There follows a brief but interesting 
analysis of the main racial groups in the 
world. In this analysis the myth of the 
‘race-mixture’ of the British Isles is firmly 
rejected, and the author points out that 
prior to the recent arrival of coloured 
migrants all the large scale migrations into 
Britain were of the same basic European 
racial group, with only tribal differentiations. 

The one point at which the booklet 
warrants criticism is at the end when the 
author, rightly concerned at the proliferating 
millions of coloured races, makes a plea for 
general birth-control from which he does not 
exclude Whites. This point apart, the booklet 
is worthy of the highest recommendation. 


THE FUTURE 


every sign in the international field points 
to a declining share in the market for us. 
Only in home markets can we be sure of 
selling our goods by taking proper national 
measures. 

While self-sufficiency can be pursued 
in manufactures, there must always be a 
large external trade in primary products, 
although, as the author says, this can be cut 
down by the intensification of British agri- 
culture (a strategic as well as an economic 
need) and by the great development of local 
minerals and sources of fuel and power, such 
as North Sea oil and gas. 

For external trade, it is argued, Britain 
should reject the Common Market, which 
does not anyway supply the products she 
most needs, and strive to renegotiate close 
economic links with Australia, New Zealand, 
Canada and Southern Africa where there 
exist, apart from more natural ethnic and 
historical links, economies much more com- 
plementary, to ours. Stress is made on the 
fact that these countries in an economically 
integrated Commonwealth could form a 
bloc which had a potential of super power 
proportions, but without the British domestic 
market being open to enormous penetration 
by overseas manufacturers. 

The booklet closes with a brief word 
about what the author calls “the ethos of 
self-sufficiency.” Here he repudiates the 
idea that nationalist economics must be 
opposed on moral grounds as a barrier to 
world peace and amicable relations between 
countries. Much of the cause of recent wars, 
he says, has lain in rivalry between world 
traders in the scramble for world markets. 
By minding Britain’s business, the booklet 
claims, we can make our best contribution 
to international peace. 


ERIC FRAMPTON 


Events prove It: 
Races don't mix 


ONCE AGAIN we read the mean allegations of the multi-racialists in the correspondence 
columns of our daily newspapers. They accuse all those moderate patriotic people, who 
oppose the latest influx of East African Asians, of hatred, inhumanity and ignorance. How 
dare they level their vile accusations at people whose only ‘crime’ is that they are not so 
blind, biased, pig-headed or bigoted that they cannot see the obvious differences between the 
many different races and cultures of mankind? How dare they accuse other people of 
hatred when their own creed of ‘multi-racialism’ shows nothing but contempt for the God- 
given individuality of each and every tribe of man? 


This kind of contempt for their own as 
well as other peoples’ races and cultures 
(which is at the core of the thinking of the 
politicians in Westminster) has caused a great 
deal of the troubles of the world since the 
turn of the century. 

What an awful state of affairs the clever 
politicians left Africa in when they created 
the newly independent countries with bor- 
ders based on something other than racial 
boundaries. The results of this blindness in 
not recognising the differences between races 
and cultures has caused bloodshed on a 
tremendous scale. In Nigeria we saw what 
happened when the Ibos wanted to break 
away from the rest of Nigeria. In Sudan, 
still going on at this present time, we hear 
of the bitter and bloody struggle going on 
between the Arabs and the Negroes. We can 
now see, to our cost, the folly of leaving 
Asians and Africans together in Uganda. The 
list of catastrophes in Africa is long and most 
of them were caused by ‘internationalist’ 
thinking, but here I will restrict myself by 
mentioning only three. 

In Asia we only have to look at 
Pakistan, as it formerly was, which did not, 
in the final analysis, have a chance of 
survival. Apart from the vast distance 
between the two halves, the West Pakistanis 
are of a different race to the East Pakistanis. 

If we take a look at the American 
continent we see that there have been 
continual troubles between the French 
Canadians and those of British extraction, 
and it is a fair bet that we have not yet heard 
the last of ‘Free Quebec’. In the United 
States there has, over the years, been a steady 
increase in the violence between the different 
races there, and it is pretty certain that that 
violence will continue to increase. 

On the continent of Europe there is 


QUOTE 


—by Mr. Raymond Fletcher, Labour M.P. 
for Ilkeston, Derbyshire, who read poems at 
a poetry and music concert in the town :— 

‘There are some political messages that 
are better told in music and verse than in 
boring political speeches.” 


contention between the Flemish and the 
French-speaking Belgians, the Basques and 
the Spanish, the South Tiroleans and the 
Italians, the Croats and Serbs of Yugoslavia 
and of course the different races of Czecho- 
slovakia. 

In every part of the world we see the 
consequences of multi-racialism in practice. 
The labels of ignorance, inhumanity and 
intolerance belong to the multi-racialists, not 
to the moderate inhabitants of this world 
who prefer to live their own cultures amongst 
their own people. The multi-racialists seem 
incapable of basing their ideas on reality and 
seem unable to learn anything from the 
experiences of people in other parts of the 
world, but instead are hell-bent on making 
the United Kingdom into just another disaster 
area. 


NEWS FROM THE 
ULTRA LEFT 
contd. from page 5 


Trotskyite co-ordinating body. Unfor- 
tunately, for all their philosophical pos- 
turings, Tariq Ali has, in a recent book, 
shown that he does not even have a proper 
understanding of the ideas of Karl Marx! 
Despite, or perhaps because of, this lapse, 
he was not long ago welcomed and feted by 
the Stalinist Kim Il Sung regime in North 
Korea. The Stalinist North Koreans did not 
even seem to mind that, as a supposed 
“Trotskyite”, Tariq Ali was of necessity 
“anti-Stalin’”’. 

The I.S. and the I.M.G. provide the 
Red Stormtroopers for the Moscow-line 
Communists. The pseudo-Trotskyites launch 
massive verbal assaults upon the Commynist 
Party but never miss the chance to co- 
operate with it in action. The Communist 
Party and its Soviet backers are well aware 
of the intellectual incoherence of the so- 
called “New Left’ and are happy to let it 
provide them with biff boys for street 
confrontations and trendy “radicals” to 
hobnob with the Establishment media. 

One last point, the International 
Socialists have revealed their puerile tom- 
foolery most clearly in their schoolboy 
labelling of opponents. They describe the 
National Front as “snakes”, its policy as 
“poison” and demand that the party be 
“smashed off the streets”. 

So now you know. 


How To Obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure 
obtaining copies for themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain 
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ENCLOSED SUBSCRIPTION OF 
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Discounts can be obtained 
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SIR: Thank you for magazine Spearhead. 
We have just been to see Mr. Finsberg our 
M.P. and he firmly said that the Uganda 
Asians would bring our standard of living 
up, that they were entitled to be here, and 
they were entitled to the houses (Council) 
in our road. 

Having been a Tory all my life, just 
those few words that these Asians were as 
good as we were, have proved that we must 
now stand up and be counted. 

We take the dropouts of any country 
but I bet Mr. Finsberg’s children would not 
marry one of them. 

Mr. Finsberg says he knows Ugandan 
Asians and they are very superior “shop- 
keepers”. How many shops are closing 
down? I know, since last February, 160 
furniture shops have closed, but our M.P. 
doesn’t want to know. 

ANNE McHUGH 
London, N.W.6 


SIR: Richard Verrall’s article “Art and 
Nationalism” in the September Spearhead is 
both dogmatic and ignorant of certain facts. 
Such phrases as “excrescences of modern 
art”, “the mindless heaps of rubbish that 
today fill our galleries”, and “the nihilistic 
perversion identified as abstract art’ are so 
arrogant and opinionated that they could 
never pass as a serious analysis of the subject. 

Mr. Verrall talks about the “traditions 
of Western civilisation” as though European 
art has always been “naturalistic” until 
today, and he speaks of “the primitive 
pursuit of pattern making’. Does he not 
know that the Greeks, whom he rightly 
admires, took pattern making very seriously? 
Does he not know that T. S. Elliot, whom he 
again rightly admires, was a supporter of 
abstract art and a friend of the nationalist 
abstract painter, Wyndham Lewis? Has he 
never heard of the Futurists or the Vorticists, 
those groups of very nationalistic and anti- 
liberal abstract painters? It is ludicrous 
therefore to try to attribute modern art to 
Communist painters. I regret to say that a 
man’s character or politics have no bearing 
on his artistic ability. Michelangelo and 
Tchaikovsky were “queers”, Berlioz and 
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Wagner were promiscuous, drunken louts 
and there is some evidence that Shakespeare 
was of the same ilk, but does that make 
their art any the less worthy? But then I 
wonder whether Mr. Verrall really appreciates 
them either. 

Finally, to say that “the principles of 
modern art are consonant with those of 
Marxism’’, is a patent absurdity. Russia has 
virtually outlawed modern art because the 
peasants there (like peasants everywhere) are 
opposed to any cultural developments, not 
because they especially love the old art, but 
because they are suspicious and afraid of all 
change in such matters. 

I could take exception to almost every 
line of Mr. Verrall’s article, including some 
academic historical points, but enough has 
been said. 

A. P. CONIAM 
Beaconsfield, Bucks. 


SIR: One thing is certain — there are not 
enough Britons on this planet earth. So, 
amid the ever mounting clamour to curb our 
population — which is many millions less 
than that of say the Chinese or the Indians 
— we must, on the contrary, increase our 
numbers and encourage these future young 
men and women to emigrate to Canada or 
Australia or New Zealand or Rhodesia in 
order to reinforce those of British stock 
already there. 

In this age of the proclaimed (but not 
proven) equality of mankind it is our duty to 
proclaim our belief in the inequality of 
mankind. If God created the different races 
of mankind, those people who advocate 
multi-racialism and miscegenation are 
brazenly defying the Creator and are out to 
destroy his handiwork. These people are the 


Servants of Satan — yet some call themselves 
the Servants of God — that is our sancti- 
monious Churchmen! 

Therefore the education of our children 
should include the history of the nation and 
national or racial preservation as two of its 
compulsory subjects — and to hell with the 
objections of our liberal intellectuals! As we 
Britons exist on this planet then we must 
continue to exist. But to continue to exist 
we must fight and keep on fighting otherwise 
we will become extinct or be reduced to such 
a small number that we won’t be able to 
defend ourselves or have any influence on 
world affairs or even have any influence on 
our own affairs. We would be as slaves at 
the beck and call of others stronger than 
ourselves — and this for all time! 

B. T. LEWIS 
Penarth, Glam. 


SIR: While I must compliment you on one 
of the best political magazines I have ever 
set eyes on, I must correct you on a report 
you published last month. 

You commented that a demonstration 
outside Ealing Town Hall was organised by 
the National Front with help from the 
Monday Club. I must correct you because I 
organised that particular demonstration and 
some members of the Hounslow Branch of 
the National Front came along to support. 

MRS. G. GOOLD 
Secretary, West Middlesex Monday Club 
Southall, Middlesex 


Editors Note: We have checked matters with 
the National Front in Hounslow, and find 
that Mrs. Goold’s report is correct. We 
apologise to her and to the Monday Club 
for this error. 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 


published in the Twickenham Herald. 


WITH the prospect of the rest which may be caused. 


The working 


arrival of between 50,000 


and 80,000 Ugandan Asians mistakes 
politicians. 


into our country one would 


once again, suffer from the 
of our 
How 


parties, the Conservatives, the 
Socialists and the Liberals, 
like the T.U.C. are com- 
pletely ineffectual. It has 
also shown that once again, 


classes will, 


so-called 
right that 


have: expected that guard- 
ian of the British working 
classes — the T.U.C. — to 
protest and to organise 
mass protest demonstra- 


tions against the 


entrants. 


The new influx will swell 
our unemployment figures, 
exacerbate our already acute 
housing problems and_ will 
create chaos throughout our 
social and welfare services— 
not to mention the social un- 


new 


Smithfield meat porter was 
who claimed, “Our country is 
being run: by a bunch of 
pansies!”, 

The T.U.C., by its silence, 
has shown that it is not now 
representative of the working 
classes and is only interested 
in politics. It is time that the 
T.U.C.- forgot. about the 
Industrial Relations Bill and 
concentrated on improving 
the living standards of its 
members. 

The present crisis has open- 
ed the eyes of the vast 
majority of British people 
into seeing that the old 


the national interest is being 
sacrificed for the inter- 
national interest which bene- 
fits no one in this country. 
We must be the only 
country in the world which 
places the international in- 
terest before the national 
interest. How the world must 
be Jaughing at us now! Our 
political establishment has 
made us the laughing stock 
of the world. 

ERIC RUSSELL (chairman, 
Kingston and Richmond 
branch National Front), 84 
Fulwell Road, Teddington. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


Immigration: Australia Next 


The people of Australia have recently 
become aware that their traditional ‘White 
Australia Policy’ is being made a farce by 
their politicians. Attention was drawn to the 
fact of rapidly growing Coloured Immigration 
into Australia by way of Perth, Western 
Australia, by Mr. Arthur Calwell, former 
leader of the Labour Opposition in the 
Federal Parliament. 

Mr. Calwell described Perth as “the 
Durban of Australia” and declared that “no 
red-blooded Australian wanted to see a 
chocolate-coloured Australian. The flood of 
Anglo-Indians, Anglo-Burmese, Dutch Bur- 
ghers and Mauritians pouring into Australia 
must be stopped. Asians live on the smell of 
an oily rag and breed like flies.” 

These and other similar outbursts from 
Mr. Calwell have seriously embarrassed up 
and coming trendies within the Labour 
Party of Australia who model themselves on 
internationalist Leftist creatures such as 
Trudeau of Canada. The leader of this set, 
Mr. Donald Chipp, responded to Mr. Calwell 
by saying that Australia will become a fully 
multi-racial society during the 1980’s. 

All this has greatly upset ordinary 
Australians — but it should not have surprised 
them because they have been subjected to a 
subtle brainwashing campaign designed to 
persuade them to reject the White Australia 
concept for several years past. This campaign 
was supplemented by the activities of univer- 
sity students who, having been worked up to 
a slather on the subject of sports fixtures 
with South Africa, suddenly discovered the 
Aboriginies and realised that they had real 
live “oppressed’”’ Black people to patronise, 
wring their hands over, demonstrate about 
and scourge their souls with — just like 
students in America and Britain! 

Western Australia’s intake of Asian 
and Eurasian immigrants has increased from 
600 in 1967 to 2,461 in 1971. Already 
Perth alone has more than 10,000 non- 
European residents, and they are turning 
the city into the kind of unpleasant slums 
that are a part of the multi-racial situation 
in Britain. 

As with most examples of Coloured 
Immigration into White lands, the infiltration 
of Australia by Asians has not happened by 
accident — it is being deliberately promoted 
and financed ... and by none other than the 
World Council of Churches. It seems that the 
W.C.C. does not spend all its money financing 
African ‘nationalists’ in their bloody cam- 
paigns to drive the White man out of 
Africa. It has some cash left over 
to subsidise the thin end of the Coloured 


wedge into Australia. 

All this goes to show that Britons can 
no longer regard Australia as a safe refuge 
from the miseries of multi-racialism, that 
there is nowhere immune from the menace 
of Coloured invasion, and that if White 
people want to survive they are going to 
have to stand up and fight for their plots of 
ground on this planet. 


“National Patriotic Front” 


Two issues ago this column carried an 
expose of one Stephen Wade, who used to be 
a member of the National Front until he was 
expelled for selling information to the ex- 
treme Zionist terrorist organisation known as 
the 62 Group, and who has since moved to 
Cornwall where he is promoting, on behalf 
of his 62 Group mentors, a new “Nazi” 
organisation. 

Latest news is that as a result of the 
expose Wade’s organisation is now no longer 
called the National Socialist British Workers’ 
Party but the National Patriotic Front. The 
new name is certainly more in keeping with 
the real intention of the group which is to 
discredit the patriotic camp — particularly 
the National Front. 

As I predicted in the previous feature, 
the story which the Sunday People news- 
paper was going to print — i.e. about Wade 
being a “genuine Nazi and a dangerous- 
threat-to-democracy-as-we-know-it”, never 
appeared once I showed sleuths from that 
paper the documentary evidence we have 
concerning Wade’s role as a Zionist agent 
provocateur. Instead a silly little story about 
Mr. Jenkins, the dupe Wade is using to front 
for him, appeared which only mentioned 
Wade in passing. 

Now Wade is producing his own maga- 
zine. No prizes for guessing what the first 
article in the first issue is devoted to...a 
complete and utter expose of Martin Webster 
(as a 62 Group agent). 


Free Speech “Pending” 


If ever there was an example of how 
the exercise of expediency as a way of 
solving problems which involve matters of 
principle breeds more problems than it 
solves, it is the example given by the decision 
of the Commissioner of the Metropolitan 
Police and the Home Office not to prosecute 
the organisers of the Ad Hoc Committee 
Against Racialism for conspiracy to promote 
mob violence. 

Despite considerable evidence in the 
form both of published incitements and 
instances of mob violence, the Law and 


Order department of the Government have 
placed on record its refusal to take action 
because they do not believe that a con- 
spiracy to use physical force to achieve 
political objectives exists. 

Certainly conspiracy cases are not the 
easiest of things to prosecute, and with the 
Bennion v. Peter Hain private prosecution at 
the Old Bailey and a Crown prosecution of 
Zionist terrorists at Brighton fresh in their 
minds (neither of which actions were wholly 
successful and both of which were extremely 
expensive) the Authorities are determined to 
take the easy way out where the activities 
of the Ad Hoc Committee Against Racialism 
are concerned. 

So far so bad. But the decision has. 
now caused problems for the Ministry of 
Environment — problems which could even- 
tually end up in the trays of unfortunate 
officials at Scotland Yard and the Home 
Office. 

The thing is that a new organisation 
of British trade unionists called British 
Workers Against Immigration has put in an 
application to the Ministry of Environment 
for the use of Trafalgar Square in order that 
an anti-Immigration rally may be held. In 
the case of the Conservative, Labour, Liberal, 
Communist parties, Ban the Bomb and Anti- 
Apartheid movements, and religious groups, 
affirmative responses to applications are 
given by the chaps at the Ministry within a 
matter of days. The response to the B.W.A.I. 
has been “pending” for more than a month 
at the time we go to press. 

A Ministry spokesman explained that 
the reason for the indecision is as follows: 
past experience indicates that rallies held by 
groups expressing ideas disliked by the ex- 
treme Left are “a focus for disorder” (i.e. 
organised mob attack). The spokesman 
went on to explain that the reason why 
extreme Left groups have no difficulty in 
securing the Square is because the Ministry 
regards their rallies as “acceptable” in that 
they are not the focus for similar disorders. 

Thedifficulty the chaps at the Ministry 
face is that if they grant the B.W.A.I. 
booking and the rally is subjected to violent 
attentions of the Ad Hoc Committee Against 
Racialism, then the chaps at the Home Office 
and at Scotland Yard are going to have a lot 
of explaining to do concerning the existence 
of a conspiracy to organise mob violence as 
a means of denying free speech to anti- 
Immigration groups, and why they did not 
take appropriate action to nip it in the bud. 

Faced with such a dilemma, what can 
a chap do but shuffle the file marked “Free 
Speech” from one pending tray to another 
until it eventually gets lost? 
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oprit Of Unity strong at 


The 1972 Annual General Meeting of 
the National Front which took place at 
Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, London, on 
October 14th was probably the most har- 
monious ever and showed that the NF enters 
into the seventh year of its existence as a 
firmly united movement. 

The attendance was not huge con- 
sidering the growth of membership in recent 
months and the size of attendances on other 
recent occasions, such as public meetings, 
demonstrations and marches. It has become 
an accepted rule that a large part of the 
membership does not wish to, or cannot for 
reasons of work, attend the A.G.M., which is 
always held on Saturdays. The numbers, 
rather sparse when the meeting began at 
10.30 a.m., gradually swelled during the day 
to a respectable figure of nearly 300 at the 
end. 

Much of the morning’s proceedings 
were occupied by reports from the heads of 
various committees, namely Policy, Publicity, 
Finance, Administration, Activities and 
Branch Development. Mr. Gordon Brown, 
speaking as Administration Officer, reported 
a great improvement in his department 
following the exit from the movement of its 
former office manager at the end of June. 
More efficient office systems had been de- 
vised and at last the Headquarters was 
was regularly in touch with every member of 
the movement. 

Peter McMenemie, speaking as 
Publicity Officer, reported on the large 
volume of new propaganda that had been 
produced during the year and its excellent 
results. John Tyndall, speaking for both 
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NF CHAIR- 
MAN 
ADDRESSES 
MEETING 
John Tyndall 
(standing) 
makes closing 
speech. Seated 
left-to-right 
are Gordon 
Brown, Martin 
Webster, 
Martin Vaux 
(Chairman for 
A.G.M.) and 
Frank Clifford. 


Policy and Branch Development, said that 
neither of these departments had done as 
much work during the year as had been 
wished due to their leading officers being 
much diverted by other tasks. It was hoped, 
he said, that this would be corrected in the 
coming year. 

Martin Webster, speaking as Actiyities 
Officer, reported a truly massive volume of 
activity in the later half of the year and the 
great national attention that the movement 
had received as a result. 

Treasurer Carl Lane, reporting on 
Finance, spoke of the spectacular improve- 
ment in the NF’s finances in recent months 
due to more businesslike administration and 
budgeting. 


MOTIONS 


There followed the motions from 
members. A motion from Dorset Branch 
was defeated which called for a rise in the 
subscription rate and the taking of a share 
of subscriptions by branches. Also defeated 
was a motion from Wandsworth Branch 
proposing that the NF refuse collaboration 
with any other political groups. The feeling 
of the meeting was strongly in favour of 
collaboration with certain groups cam- 
paigning against immigration and _ the 
Common Market and recognised that un- 
doubted benefits had come to the NF asa 
result of it. The meeting at the same time 
almost unanimously approved a motion put 
by Michael Lobb of East London declaring 
support for the Directorate in its policy of 


proscription against certain organisations 
with whom contact was not considered to be 
in the NF’s interest. 

The meeting voted against a motion 
put by Leicester Branch advocating the 
setting up of a National Front trade union 
but strongly supported plans for an NF 
trade union group which would be active 
within existing unions. 

One of the most vital motions of the 
day was proposed by Mr. Frank Clifford 
from the Sussex area. This was that the 
National Front should wage an unceasing 
campaign of resistance to the European 
Common Market so as to secure Britain’s 
eventual withdrawal and the re-establishment 
of her sovereign independence. This motion, 
ably seconded by Mr. Stephen Wilson, was 
carried overwhelmingly. 

Other leading motions condemned 
Government immigration policies, par- 
ticularly in respect of the current Uganda 
Asian influx, and the decline in educational 
standards resulting from left-wing influence 
in the teaching profession and education 
authorities. 


ELECTIONS 


During the day elections to the 
National Directorate took place. The seven 
vacant seats were filled by Mrs. Rita Buckley 
and Messrs. Denis Pirie, Carl Lane, Blaise 
Wyndham, Ken Sanders, Martin Vaux and 
Michael Lobb. These freshly elected mem- 
bers join those currently serving three year 
terms, namely John Tyndall, Frank Clifford, 
Martin Webster, Gordon Brown, Peter 
Williams, Peter McMenemie, Walter Barton, 
Colin Cody, Graham Manning, Ted Arthurton 
and Tom Lamb. 

Following this election, the New 
Directorate retired to vote for Chairman and 


ood 


GET ADDRESS RIGHT! 


We draw our readers’ attention to the 
fact that we have now moved to new offices, 
which are at 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey, and that no more com- 
munications should be sent to our old offices 
at 10 Birkbeck Hill, London, S.E.21. 


Deputy Chairman for 1972/73. By 
unanimous votes, John Tyndall was elected 
Chairman and Frank Clifford Deputy Chair- 
man. 

The Chairman for the year was then 
called to announce the names of 6 members 
who had been awarded special badges for 
outstanding active service during the past 
year. The chosen 6 were: Mrs. Rita Buckley 
(Huddersfield); Walter Barton (Manchester); 
Graham Eustace (Leicester); Blaise Wyndham 
(N. W. London); Bill Brown (West London) 
and Bert Wilton (S. E. London). Mr. Tyndall 
said, as a preliminary to the announcement 
of the names, that the choice had been a 
very difficult one, as there were others who 
had rendered wonderful services during the 
year and who deserved recognition. 

Earlier in the meeting Martin Webster 
had made a stirring appeal for funds, and the 
result of this was now announced. The NF 
had made its best ever collection — £454! 

The last item on the agenda was the 
Chairman’s address, the main details of 
which are given elsewhere in this issue. 

The meeting closed with the singing 
of the National Anthem amid great en- 
thusiasm. 

Members later attended a pleasant 
social evening organised by Albion Press, the 
publishers of Spearhead. 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISEMENTS 


CANDIDATE REQUIRED. Applications are 
invited from National Front Full Members 
who wish to be considered for adoption by 
the Committee of Wolverhampton NF Branch 
(subject to ratification by the NF National 
Directorate) as the National Front Parliamen- 
tary candidate for the Wolverhampton North- 
East constituency. Applicants should be not 
less than 25 years of age, have been members 
of the National Front for at least twelve 
months with a record of regular activity on 
behalf of the movement vouched for by a 
local or national officer of the movement, 
and have some experience of public speaking. 
The successful applicant will have all his or 
her expenses paid by the Branch. Ap- 
plications should be sent to Mr. Peter Kane, 
249 Hordern Road, Wolverhampton, Staffs. 


Read: THE NORTHLANDER. 

An informative cultural journal de- 
voted to the interests, friendship and 
solidarity of all Northern European nations 
and the preservation of their common heri- 
tage. Official organ of the Northern League, 
p.o.b. 1796, Amsterdam, Holland. 


Read: RHODESIAN COMMENTARY. 

Free pamphlet issued by the Rhodesian 
Department of Information. Obtainable 
from: Friends of Rhodesia Association, 552 
Dekockstreet, Sunnyside, Pretoria, South 
Africa. 


NF Groups 
Hit Local 
Headlines 


NF Nottingham 
Branch (above) 
organise petition in 
city centre against 
influx of Uganda 
Asians. S. Wales 
Branch posters (right) 
beheld by crestfallen 
left-wing vicar. 

Both these photos are 
from local news- 
papers. 


puts 
Britain 


First 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people’ first!”’. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 
The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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NF makes big impact 


OVER 600 MARCHERS paraded through 
the streets of Blackburn, Lancs, on Saturday 
September 30th, in support of a National 
Front protest against the influx of Uganda 
Asians. The march ended with a rousing 
meeting at the Regency Hall in the centre 
of the town. 

The day’s activity was supported by 
100 members from the South of England and 
about another 100 who travelled from the 
Midlands and Yorkshire by coaches. The 
remainder were local Lancashire people, 
and their numbers were a startling indication 
of the growth of the NF in the Lancs 
area. 

About 500 hooligans belonging to ex- 
treme left-wing organisations were imported 
into the town for the purpose of physically 
stopping the march and meeting. This they 
dismally failed to do, although left-wing 
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NF Marches through town centre (above) 
Shot from public meeting (below) 
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in Blackburn 


papers in the days following pathetically 
tried to write up their defeat as a victory. 
Some violent scuffles occurred as a result 
of continual provocation by these elements 
and in the end about a dozen of them were 
arrested. 

The meeting that followed the march 
was the biggest and liveliest ever held by 
the NF outside London. After speeches by 
Activities Organiser Martin Webster, 
N. England Organiser Walter Barton and 
National Chairman John Tyndall, with con- 
tributions from guest speakers, the Dowager 
Lady Birdwood, Jim Merrick, of the British 
Campaign to Stop Immigration and local 
Conservative Mr. Kingsley Reed, the meeting 
ended in a blaze 
of enthusiasm 
witha magnificent 
£300 collection. 

The activity 
received wide- 
spread national 
TV publicity and 
extensive press 
coverage in the 
North of England. 
It entirely domin- 
ated the corres- 
pondence columns 
of the Lancashire 
Evening Telegraph 
for the next few 
days, with letters 
pouring in mostly 
in support of the 
NF and condem 
ning the hooligans 
of the Left. 

As a result of 
the success of the 
meeting, the 
Labour-controlled 
Blackburn Council 
has attempted to 
ban the NF from 
further use of the 
hall, and _ this 
caused a widely 
publicised walkout 
from a Council 
meeting by mem- 


bers from the 
other parties. 

Big NF re- 
cruitment in 


Lancashire has 
followed these 
events. 
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__ Six 
principles 


ore 
BRITIOH 
NATIONALISM 


by JOHN TYNDALL 


15p (plus 3p postage) 
from:— 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 
20F, Surrey 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
edited by 


A.K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
5 Elmhurst Court, St. Peters Road, 
Croydon, Surrey. 


‘“‘The New Unhappy Lords” 


An exposure of power politics 

By A. K. CHESTERTON 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS is a 
must for the bookshelf of any student 
of modern politics. It represents the 
most lucid and startling of all com- 
mentaries on the methods of subversion 
being used to undermine Britain and 
European Civilisation. 


Cloth-Bound Edition £1.40p (28s.) 
60p (12s.) 


Paper-back Edition 
(obtainable from Nationalist Books) 


NATIONALIST 
BOOK CENTRE 


50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 20F, 
Surrey 
Send for our free catalogue now 
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